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Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form 



Application No. : ()Q/817^7^ First Named Applicant: TUTtBY T.VNtt EOYEft 
Examiner y.nphnyy A. Dnvi.g Art Unit: ?1 37 Status of Application: EE 



Tentative Participants: 

m ALEXANDER BURKE 



Proposed Date of Interview: May 9, 2006 



Proposed Time: 2:00 £ 



Type of Interview Requested: 

(1) IjJ Telephonic (2) I J Personal (3) [ ] Video Conference 

Exhibit To Be Shown or Demonstrated: f J YES f* ] NO 

if yes, provide brief description: 



Issues To Be Discussed 



Issues 

(Rcj., Obj., etc) 



Claims/ 
Fig. #s 



Discussed Agreed 



Not Agreed 



Prior 
Art 



0) .-REJE CTION CLAIMS 1-24 5,708,7801 

5,995,939 
6,463 ,533 



(4)_ 



[ ] 


[ ] 


t ] 


I ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


C ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 



[ ] Continuation Sheet Attached 

Brief Description of Arguments to be Presented: 



SUMMARY ATTACHED 



An interview was conducted on the above-identified application on - 

NOTE: T his form should be completed by applicant and submitted to the examiner in advance of the interview 
(see MPEP § 713.01 )♦ 

This application will not be delayed from issue because of applicant's failure to submit a written record of this 
interview. Therefore, applicant is advised to file a statement of the substance of this interview (37 CFR 1.133(b)) 
as soon as possible. 
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Argument Summary 
Claims 1-21,23,24 

1) References relied on, Levergood, Calamera and Herman were previously analyzed and 
distinguished in an Appeal brief filed on 6 September 2005 and Amendments filed on 30 
November 2004 and 25 May 2005. 

2) The rejection recognizes Levergood docs not encrypt an Address portion and relies on 
Calamera to show this feature. 

3) Calamera does NOT encrypt an address portion of a URL but a URL (domain plus 
path) together with a user identification code and a random number (column 7 lines 31- 
36,42-57). 

4) Calamera uses an irreversible one-way hash function and does not encrypt a URL 
address portion (column 7 line 57), 

5) Calamera and Levergood are incompatible systems. Calamera teaches against 
conveying information in URL data fields for subsequent decryption and has no notion of 
session. Combining the Calamera and Levergood systems, even if it were feasible, would 
result in system that uses an irreversible encryption mechanism to encrypt an entire URL 
not an address portion. 

6) Berman describes an SMTP (not HTTP protocol) system employing HL7 ( u At the 
present lime, e-mail messages sent over the Internet must be in standard SMTP format" 
- Berman column 5 lines 61-62). Berman does not even mention a URL. 

Claim 22 

7) Claim 22 is considered to be patentable because the cited references do not show or 
suggest a "URL processor" that "adaptively generates URL fields including encrypted 
patient specific information for incorporation in said URL link to said second 
application" and for reasons given in connection with claims 1, 10 and 16, 

Conclusion 

Calamera with Berman and Levergood do not show or suggest "adaptively 
processing a URL Jink to a second application differently to an intra-application link to a 
web page provided by said first application". The references also fail to show or suggest 
doing this "by using said received encryption key to encrypt a URL link address portion 
of said URL link to said second application to produce a processed URL and by non- 
encryption of said intra-application link". The combined references further fail to show or 
suggest a "URL processor" that "adaptively generates URL fields including encrypted 
patient specific information for incorporation" in a "URL link" to a "second application". 



PAGE 313 * RCVD AT 5/2/2006 10:00:00 AM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6!34 * DNES:2738300 * CSD: H32-321-3030 * DURATION (mm-ss):0M6 



